fcljc toasljmgton post 



- ^Vvyv\,^ C0V\,clMW*rf» 


Prying the Lid 
I Off the ‘Big Lie’ 

How sad and how predictable to see Gerald R. Ford and David 
W. Belin once again trying to shore up the deeply flawed findings of 
the Warren Commission [op-ed, Dec. 19], a charade in which they 
were such significant but naive players 28 years ago. 

The fact is, critics of the official version of events have been 
largely ignored by the mainstream media in the United States and 
have had no adequate platform for their views until now. Yet it is 
- only through the determined efforts of this small, disparate band of 
disbelievers that the quest for the truth has been kept alive. 

My documentary film series “The Men Who Killed Kenne- 
dy"— the object of Ford's and Belin’s vilification— was based on five 
years of effort, more than 300 face-to-face interviews and, unlike 
the Warren Commission, began with few preconceived notions. 

Its conclusion, that Lee Harvey Oswald was innocent and that 
the assassination of President John F. Kennedy was the result of a 
complex conspiracy followed by a coverup at the highest level, is 
based in many instances on information and testimony that the 
Warren Commission knew nothing about or, more significantly, 
chose to ignore in its rush to judgment. 

It is the Warren Commission, not the filmmakers, that has been 
responsible for the perpetration of the “big lie" for more than a 
quarter of a century. As the lid on this dark affair is slowly pried 
open and the real contents examined by the American public, it is 
perhaps not surprising that the surviving members of the Warren 
Commission are showing distinct signs of discomfort and alarm. 

— Nigel Turner 

The writer produced and directed "The Men Who Killed Kennedy . " 


Credit LB J 

Gerald R. Ford and David W. Belin report that I participated 
in the A&E series “The Men Who Killed Kennedy" and was a 
consultant to Oliver Stone for his movie “JFK." They allege that 
I disseminated a “big lie" and “a fraudulent misrepresentation of 
the truth to the American people." Nothing could be further 
from the truth, and neither writer had the courtesy or guts to 
check their hatchet job with me beforehand. 

Let's look at the record. They credit me with this quotation: 

“You see, you're dealing with a very high echelon of power 
. . . otherwise, how could you have gotten people like the chief 
justice of the Supreme Court to participate in the coverup?" 

In his own book, “The Vantage Point" (1?71), former, 
president Lyndon B. Johnson wrote: 

“The idea of a national commission was first mentioned to me 
by Eugene Rostow of Yale Law School * . . Dean Rusk and 
columnist Joseph Alsop. . . ." 

He went on to say: v 

“I knew it was not a good precedent to involve the Supreme 
Court in such an investigation. Chief Justice Warren knew this 
too and was vigorously opposed to' it. ... He opposed serving 
on constitutional grounds. He said that if asked, he would 
^refuse." 

} Then Johnson said: / 

i, “There was no doubt in my mind that the Chief Justice had to, 
•; be convinced." : ' , 

Those words of Lyndon Johnson’s, along with my knowledge 
of his well-known powers of persuasion, are among the things I 
■ had in mind when I made the above statement. 

In the Atlantic Monthly of July 1973 Leo Janos, an old friend 
of LBJ's, wrote, not long before Johnson died: 

“Johnson expressed his belief that the assassination in Dallas 
had been part of a conspiracy [saying,] ‘I never believed that 
Oswald acted alone' . . . and [his belief that] ‘we had been 
operating a damned Murder Inc. in the Caribbean.' " 

This is no pjace to elaborate on the above, but those 
statements, written and spoken, by the most concerned man in 
the presidential procession in Dallas on Nov. 22, 1963, ought to 
be enough to convince anyone that the words attributed to me 
; were neither a “big lie" nor “fraudulent misrepresentations." 

• — L. Fletcher Prouty 

The writer was chief of special operations for the Joint Chiefs 

of Staff from 1955-64. 
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; Had to Be Happenstance 

In his rebuttal of President Ford and David Belin [op-ed, 
Dec. 24] Oliver Stone suggests that someone in the Dallas 
Police Department conspired with Jack Ruby so that he was in 
!• the basement of police headquarters when Oswald was brought 
out for transfer to the county jail. 

- I was one of about a score of journalists who waited that morning 
St in the basement for Oswald to be brought out. My recollection is 
L that there was only one way of getting into the basement garage 
from inside police headquarters, and that was through the Traffic 
W* Department, also located in the basement, and through the glass 
i] doors leading into the garage area— the same doors through which 
; Oswald was brought. Had Ruby walked through that door at any 
; time, he would have faced a barrage of cameras and newsmen. He 
v would certainly have been identified by some, if not at all, of the 
•j Dallas journalists, to whom he was well known, 
r Stone also ignores the fact that Ruby, just a few minutes before 
j? the shooting, was in the Dallas Western Union office several streets 
$ away sending a remittance to one of the women entertainers who 
J worked in his club. There is a signature and time-stamp to confirm 


}i; this. Had Ruby been under orders to kill Oswald, it would seem 
j: unlikely he would risk missing his rendezvous with Oswald by 
K dallying in the Western Union office. It is more logical that as he 
\\ walked back from the telegraph office he noticed the activity in the 
■jv basement of police headquarters, which was wide open to the 
;jj street, and out of curiosity walked dbwn the entrance ramp— just 
as Oswald was being brought out. Ruby’s presence there at that 
4 fateful moment was more likely happenstance than conspiracy. 

— Jeffrey Blyth 
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More Propaganda 


t It is dismaying, though not surprising, to read that viewers/ 
are coming out of Oliver Stone's “JFK” ready to believe the 
worst of their government and to “buy” Stone’s cockeyed 
theory of a broad-based “conspiracy” behind the murder of 
President Kennedy [Metro, Jan. 1], Stone’s pastiche of lies, 
half-truths and ( selective evidence is nothing if not convincing 
* cinema (the same was true of Goebbels’s Nazi propaganda 
films). Stone’s loyal followers should now urge him to apply his 
talents for filming revisionist fantasies to other “controversial” 

/ historical events. Think of how entertaining it would be to have 
*) Stone “prove” that the Holocaust never happened, that the 
■v, moon landing was faked in a TV studio and that FDR planned 
*, Pearl Harbor. I, for one, can’t wait! 



— Donald H. Crosby 


